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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's election of group I (claims 1-4, 8-14, and 18-21) in the reply filed on 
8/10/09 is acknowledged. Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically point out 
any supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the election has been treated as an 
election without traverse (MPEP § 818.03(a)). 

Information Disclosure Statement 

Regarding the IDS submitted on 9/18/07, the PG-Publication to Levy (US 
2002/001 1844) was not considered because it appears the wrong serial number is 
given for the document. The document having serial number 2002/0011844 is not 
related to Levy et al. All other documents listed were considered. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 2-4, 8-10, 12-14, and 18-20 are objected to because of the following 

informalities: 

1 . Regarding claims 2-4 and 8-10, "A method" as recited in the preamble should be 
"The method". 

2. Regarding claims 12-14 and 18-20, "A device" as recited in the preamble should 
be "The device". 

3. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claims 1-4, 8-14, and 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragrapli, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

1 . Claims 1,4,11, and 1 4 refer to the segment of the multimedia signal being 
"unambiguously" related with the given trigger time point. However, 
"unambiguously" is a relative term which the specification fails to provide proper 
guidance for determining the requisite degree, thus the metes and bounds of the 
claims cannot be determined. What is unambiguously related to one person may 
not necessarily be unambiguously related to another person. The specification 
as originally filed fails to provide adequate guidance with respect to how to 
determine whether a signal is "unambiguously" related and it does not appear 
that without proper guidance, one of ordinary skill would be able to make a 
proper determination since the specification appears to define whether or not a 
signal is unambiguously related via use of another relative term which the 
specification also fails to provide proper guidance for determining the requisite 
degree. For example, in the next to last paragraph on page 5 of the 
specification, it is stated that a signal is unambiguously related by letting the 
segment of the multimedia signal end "substantially" at the given time point. 
"Substantially" is itself a relative term that applicant has failed to provide proper 
guidance for determining the requisite degree. 

2. The term "substantially" in claims 4 and 14 is a relative term which renders the 
claim indefinite. The term "substantially" is not defined by the claim, the 
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specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, 
and one of ordinary sl<ill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope 
of the invention. As such, it is unclear how close in time a multimedia signal 
must end or start at a given trigger time point to be considered "substantially" at 
the given trigger time point. 

3. Regarding claims 9 and 19, the phrase "e.g." renders the claim indefinite 
because it is unclear whether the limitation(s) following the phrase are part of the 
claimed invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

4. Claims 10 and 20 recites "the second database" which lack antecedent basis. 

5. Claims not specifically addressed are rejected due to dependency. 

6. Art rejection will be applied to the claims as best understood. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, macliine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 21 is directed towards a "computer readable medium". The specification 
fails to disclose what types of media are meant to be encompassed by "computer 
readable medium"; as such, the term has been broadly, but reasonably interpreted to 
mean that it also encompasses signals. Note that signals do not fall within any of the 
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four statutory categories of invention, thus claim 21 is not statutory. Clarification is 
requested as to what is meant to be encompassed by "computer readable 
medium". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-4, 8-14, and 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Rhoads et al (US 2002/0032864). 
Claims 1,11, and 21: 

As per claim 1 , Rhoads discloses a method comprising the steps of: 

1 . Providing at least one trigger time point (T.sub.n; T.sub.n+1 ) and for each trigger 
time point (T.sub.n; T.sub.n+1) providing at least one representation of least one 
associated trigger action (105), where each trigger time point (T.sub.n; 
T.sub.n+1) indicates a time point of the multimedia signal (101) for which the at 
least one associated trigger action is to be available during playback of the 
multimedia signal (101) (paragraphs 14, 21, 27, and 30-33). 

2. For each given trigger time point (T.sub.n; T.sub.n+1 ) deriving a fingerprint (1 02) 
on the basis of a segment of the multimedia signal (1 01 ), where the segment of 
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the nnultinnedia signal (101) is unambiguously related with the given trigger time 
point (T.sub.n; T.sub.n+1) (paragraphs 14 and 21). 
3. Associating the derived fingerprint (102) with the at least one associated trigger 
action (paragraphs 22 and 27). 

Claims 11 and 21 are directed towards a device and computer readable medium 
respectively which implements the method of claim 1 . Claims 1 1 and 21 are rejected for 
much the same reasons as claim 1 . 
Claims 2 and 12: 

As per claim 2, Rhoads further discloses for each obtained trigger time point 
(T.sub.n; T.sub.n+1), storing the derived fingerprint (102) and the at least one 
representation of the at least one associated trigger action (105) in a first database 
(203) (paragraphs 27 and 30-31 ). 

Claim 12 is directed towards a device which implements the method of claim 2 
and is rejected for much the same reasons. 
Claims 3 and 13: 

As per claim 3, Rhoads further discloses that the one or more derived fingerprints 
(102) and/or the at least one representation of at least one associated trigger action 
(105) for the multimedia signal (101) is transmitted to a playback-device (300) via the 
Internet or in a side-channel of a broadcast channel or via some other channel or 
means (paragraph 27). 
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Claim 13 is directed towards a device which implements the method of claim 3 
and is rejected for much the same reasons. 
Claims 4 and 14: 

As per claim 4, Rhoads further discloses that the segment of the multimedia 
signal (101) Is unambiguously related with the given trigger time point (T.sub.n; 
T.sub.n+1 ) according to: the segment of the multimedia signal (1 01 ) ending 
substantially at the given trigger time point (T.sub.n; T.sub.n+1), the segment of the 
multimedia signal (101) starting substantially at the given trigger time point (T.sub.n; 
T.sub.n+1 ), the segment of the multimedia signal (101 ) starting or ending at a 
predetermined distance before or after the given trigger time point (T.sub.n; T.sub.n+1 ) , 
or the given trigger time point (T.sub.n; T.sub.n+1) being at a predetermined time point 
between a start and an end of the segment of the multimedia signal (101) (paragraphs 
14 and 21). 

Claim 14 is directed towards a device which implements the method of claim 4 
and is rejected for much the same reasons. 
Claims 8 and 18: 

Rhoads further discloses that said multimedia signal (1 01 ) is an audio signal, a 
video signal or a combined audio/video signal (paragraph 27— i.e. a song is an audio 
signal). 

Claims 9 and 19: 

Rhoads further discloses that said at least one associated trigger action (105) is 
selected from the group of: retrieving and displaying additional information on a display. 
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retrieving and playing additional information via a speaker, playing another multimedia 
signal instead of said multimedia signal (101) for a predetermined or variable period of 
time, stopping/pausing, e.g. temporarily, display/play, executing other control 
commands, and/or preparing the system for user inputs (paragraph 27). 
Claims 10 and 20: 

Rhoads further discloses that the derived fingerprint (102) and/or the fingerprint 
(102) in the second database (203') is an audio and/or video fingerprint (102) 
(paragraphs 14 and 21). 



Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g.. In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) or 1 .321 (d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 
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Claims 1, 11, 10, 20, 3, 13, 4, 14, 8, 18, and 21 are provisionally rejected on the 
ground of nonstatutory double patenting overclaims 1, 15, 2, 16, 3, 17, 4, 18, 14, 28, 
and 29 respectively of copending Application No. 10/566,003. This is a provisional 
double patenting rejection since the conflicting claims have not yet been patented. 

The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in the 
referenced copending application and would be covered by any patent granted on that 
copending application since the referenced copending application and the instant 
application are claiming common subject matter, as follows: The above claims of the 
'003 application are anticipated by the above claims of the current application 

Furthermore, there is no apparent reason why applicant would be prevented from 
presenting claims corresponding to those of the instant application in the other 
copending application. See In re Schneller, 397 F.2d 350, 158 USPQ 210 (CCPA 
1968). See also MPEP § 804. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to PONNOREAY PICH whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7962. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-4:30pm Mon-Thurs. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on 571-272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Ponnoreay Pich/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2435 



